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1 


H We are not divided, 

All one "body we, 

One in hope and doctrine, 
One in charity. 


A great deal would he accomplished toward the 
completion of the Kingdom of God if this verse were true 
Perhaps we do have th.e same hope, hut in doctrine there 
is a great difference, and in some communities it looks 
as though different churches had hut little, if any, love 
for each other. While it would not he best for all de« 
nominations to unite, making one great church, yet it is 
believed that much friction would he done away, and there 
would he less wasted energy if there were fewer small and 
struggling denominations . 

It is quite easy for people of one denomination 
to see the divisions in another denomination and point 
out good reasons why they shai Id unite . Almost every 
church has in its history a division over some little ques- 
tion which has no relation to salvation, which is not funda- 
mental. Instead of seeing the faults in other churches, let 
each review its own history and find out if it has some 
trouble that ought to he adjusted 


Digitized by the Center for Evangelical United Brethren Heritage, United Theological Seminary, Dayton, OH. 



2 . 


Because of this "belief that churches that are 
related but are separated because of some trouble ought 
to come together, the writer is trying to find the pos- 
sibility of healing the wound of his own Church, The 
Church of The United Brethren in Christ. 

There was a division in this Church in 1889, and 
the two organizations have not worked well together, but 
have been opposed to each other wherever they have come 
in contact. 

It is the purpose of this paper, first, to review 
the history of the division of this Church, to determine, 
if possible, the real cause of the division. Every case 
has a real or underlying cause, but often the legal state- 
ment of the trouble is very different. The legal question 
in this case dealt only with whether the Constitution and 
Confession of Faith had been changed or not. Second, to 
investigate conditions today, to discover whether or not 
the same cause, or causes, still exist, -if the causes 
still exist to show the possibility of overcoming theia, and 
if they no longer exist, to show the possibility of unit- 
ing the two branches of the Church which was founded bj^ 
Otterbein and Boehm. 
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The Conference of 1885 met in Rostoria, Ohio, 
Hay 14 . To the standing committee on Revision was refer- 
red the constitution, the confession of faith, and Sect- 
ion 3, of Chapter 10 of the discipline. On the fifth day 
of the Conference this Committee reported, --S .M.Hippard , 
Chairman : 


M The Committee entered upon its work with a 
great deal of fear. I wish to say this, -that the 
Committee was generally harmonious. The Spirit of 
Christ prevailed in its sessions. In arriving at 
these conclusions it has been nearly unanimous . 

The first part of the report was adopted by 
eleven to two. Some objections were made to one or 
two items. In the supplementary report made as to 
the questions on secret combinations the Committee 
was unanimous” . 

It was agreed that the report be read in full and 
considered the next day . 


- The Report 
To The General Conf erence : 

Your committee to which was referred the con- 
fession of faith, constitution, and Section 3 of Chapter 
10 of the Discipline, beg leave to report that we have 
given these subjects much and most prayerful attention, 
and now submit the result of cur deliberations: 
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First . We find that the present constitution of 
the Church was never submitted to the suffrage of the mem- 
bers and ministry of the Church for ratification either by 
popular vote or by conventional approval, though it pur- 
ports to be the constitution of the "members 1 ’ of the de- 
nomination . 

Second. We find, by reference to the records, 
that throughout most of its history it has been the sub- 
ject of question and differences of opinion as to its leg- 
ality and binding force as an organic law. 

Third. We find also that the clause found in 
Article II., Section 4, which says, rule or ordi- 

nance shall at any time be passed to change or do away 
with the confession of faith as it now stands;" and Art- 
icle IT. f which says, "There shall be no alteration of 
the foregoing constitution unless by request of two- thirds 
of the whole society," are in their language and apparent 
meaning so far-reaching as to render them extraordinary 
and impracticable as articles of constitutional law. 

Fourth. From the facts and reasons thus indi- 
cated we conclude that the constitution has acquired its 
force only by the -partial and silent assent of the Church, 
and that the General Conference has a right to institute 
measures looking to the amendment, modification, or change 
of the constitution at any time v/hen it is believed that 
a majority of our people favor a modification thereof. 

Fifth. It is the sense and belief of your com- 
mittee that the constitution, as it stands, is not in har- 
mony with the present wishes of our people, as has been 
indicated in discussions, petitions, and elections during 
the past year. 

Sixth . For these reasons, and for the purpose 
of finally settling all questions of dispute and matters 
of disturbance to the peace and harmony of the Church, so 
far as the confession of fai.th and the constitution are 
concerned, your committee would recommend the adoption 
of the following paper; namely: 
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Church Commission- 


WHEREAS, Our confession of. faith is silent or am- 
bituous upon some of the cardinal doctrines of the Bible, 
as held and believed by our church; and, 

WHEREAS, It is desirable and needful to so amend 
and improve our present constitution as to adapt its pro- 
visions more fully to the wants and conditions of the Church 
in this and future time; therefore, 

Resolved, By the delegates of the annual confer- 
ences of the church of the United Brethren in Christ, in 
General Conference assembled, that a church commission, com- 
posed of twenty-seven persons, and consisting of the bishops 
of the Church, and ministers and laymen appointed and elect- 
ed by this body, an equal number from each bishop’s district, 
-provided that the Pacific District shall have two members 
besides its bishop, -be and is hereby authorized and estab- 
lished . 


The duties and powers of this commission shall be 
tc consider our present confession of faith and constitut- 
ion, and prepare such, a form of belief and such amended 
fundamental rules for the government of this church in the 
future as will, in their judgment, be best adapted to se- 
cure its growth and efficiency in the work of evangelisat- 
ion of the world. 

Provided 1. That this commission shall preserve 
unchanged in substance the - present confession of faith, so 
far as it is clear. 

2. That it shall also retain the pres- 
ent itinerant plan. 

3. It shall keep sacred the general us- 
ages and distinctive principles of the Church on all great 
moral reforms as sustained by the word of God, in so far 
as the province of their work may touch them. 

Provided further, That in the final adoption, as 
a whole, of a confession of faith and constitution for sub- 
mission to the Church by the commission a majority vote of 
all the members composing the commission shall be necessary. 
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Resolved, That this commission shall meet at such 
time and place as the Board of Bishops may appoint, and is 
expected to complete its work by January 1st, 1886. 

The Commission shall also adopt and cause to be 
executed a plan by which the proposed confession of faith 
and constitution may receive the largest possible attention 
and expression of approval or disapproval by our people, in 
eluding all necessary regulations for taking, counting, and 
reporting the vote. 


Resolved, That when, according to the foregoing 
provisions, the result of the vote cf the Church -shows that 
two thirds of all the votes cast have been given in approv- 
al of the proposed confession of faith and constitution, it 
shall be the duty of the bishops to publish and proclaim 
said result through the official organs of the Church. 
Whereupon the confession of faith and constitution thus rati 
fied and adopted shall become, the fundamental belief and or- 
ganic law of this church. 

Provided further, That the adoption of the consti- 
tution as aforesaid shall in no wise affect any legislation 
of this General Conference for the coming quadrennium; 

Resolved, That in case of any vacancy in the com- 
mission, by death, resignation, or otherwise, the commission 
shall fill such vacancy. 


S .K. Hippar d , - Cha i rman . 

L.BookwalterT Secretary. 

Supplementary Report 

We recommend that the following law in relation 
to secret combinations be adopted to take theplace of Sect- 
ion 3, Chapter X, of Discipline. 

Secret Combinations 

A secret combination, in the sense of the consti- 
tution, is a secret league or confederation of persons hold- 
ing principles and laws at variance with the word of God 
and infringing upon the natural, social, political, or reli- 
gious rights of those outside its pale. 
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Any member or minister of our church found in con- 
nection with such combination shall be dealt with as in other 
cases of disobedience to the order and discipline of the 
Church in case of members, as found on page 23 of discipline 
in answer to the third question of Section 3, Chapter IV., 
and in case of ministers, as found in Chapter VI.. Section 
13 , page 65 . ' 

- S .M .Hippard , Chairman 
- -Commit tee-ff . 


-Minority Report - 

We, your Committee on Constitution, Confession of 
Faith, and Section 3 of Chapter X, would report as follows; 

¥e have deliberately considered the important in- 
terests committed to us and have concluded as follows; 

1. The constitution we now have in the Discipline, 
and have had for forty-four years, is the constitution of 
the church of the United Brethren in Christ, and every memb 
er legally received into the Church for years has consented 
to be governed by the same. It was declared legal also by 
the General Conference of 1849, and to it cur legislation 
has conformed, and under its directions our officers have 
been elected and the General Conference formed according to 
its provisions. 

2. This constitution makes no provision for the 
General Conference to alter or change it without first se- 
curing the consent of the members of the Church by a two- 
thirds vote, as required in Article IV, of the constitution 
and to take any other method would not be legal. 

3. It is our view that this question as to the 
constitution should be determined before we revise Section 
3 of Chapter X. 


J . G . Mosher - 
Wm. Dillon. 
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The majority report was considered and it was 
discussed for most of two days. It is impossible to give 
here the discussion that tooic place. Most of it was cent- 
ered around the questions of the constitutionality of the 
Church Commission, but there were a few remarks by those 
that opposed it, which shows they were more concerned about 
the secret society question than they were about the con- 
stitutionality of the proposal. Then, the fact that 

Section 3 of Chapter 10 was also referred to this Commit- 
tee shows that a change in relation to secret societies 
was expected. The report was adopted with a slight amend- 
ment . 

Articles one, two and four call in question the 
validity of the constitution of the Church of 1841, and 
are very important . Article 3 has no bearing on the sub- 
ject at all. Simply because a constitution is binding is 

t 

no reason to throw it over, contrary to law. 

Article 5 states that the Constitution of 1841 
was out of harmony vd.th the wishes of the people . This 
is no reason for doing away with the constitution illeg- 
ally. If the constitution of 1841 was legal, then the 
Church of the United Brethren in Christ of the old Cons- 
titution is right, morally, regardless of legal decisions. 
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If the constitution of 1841 ms illegal, then 
the Church of the United Brethren in Christ of the new 
constitution is right . 

According to Henry S* Spayth, whose history of 
the Church was written in 1851, -also according to John 
Lawrence, whose history of the Church was written in 1860 ? - 
there is no question of validity, They simply state that 
the conference of 1841 adopted a constitution. Daniel 
Berger in his history of the Church, which was published 
in 1897, gives us to understand that the constitution of 
1841 was not legal. So we are dependent upon the con- 
ference minutes to determine which is correct - 

According to the conference minutes of 1837 a 
constitution was ad opted and signed unanimously. This 
body of men, knowing they had not been instructed by the 
members of the church to form a constitution, left this 
constitution to be considered at the next general confer- 
ence, after the members of -the church had an opportunity 
to consider it. The members to the next general confer- 
ence were elected according to their attitude toward this 
constitution . They were either to accept or reject this 
constitution . 
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"When the conference of 1S41 met, the first 
question that they considered in regard to a constitution 
was not whether they would accept the constitution of 1837, 
hut whether they would have a constitution. This question 
was passed by a vote of 15 to _t7 . 

Then a committee was appointed to draw up a 
constitution. The constitution of 1837 was not considered. 
A new constitution was drawn up and adopted by a majority. 
The exs.ct vote is not know/n . 

A comparison of the two constitutions will shovr 
whether or not they are the same: 


Constitution of 1857 
Article I. 

Sec.l. All ecclesiastical power herein granted, to 
make or repeal any rule of Discipline, shall be vested in 
a General Conference, which shall consist of ministers 
chosen and elected by the members, in every conference dis- 
trict throughout the society, nevertheless nothing shall 
be done so as to change the article of faith or in any 
wrise destroy the itinerant plan. 

Sec. 2. no minister shall be considered eligible for 
election until he has stood in the capacity of as elder 
for the term of three years, having maintained a good 
moral character during that time. Any elder receiving a 
transfer from one conference tc another, shall not be 
considered eligible for election under a term of two 
years, and not then without a sufficient recommendation 
from the conference of which he had been a member. 
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Sec. 3. The number of delegates from each conference 
district shall not exceed one for every five hundred members. 
But should it so happen that a conference would be formed in 
a territory not having five hundred members within its dist- 
rict, that conference shall nevertheless have one delegate 
to represent its members in General Conference. 

Sec 4. If any vacancies should occur through sickness 
or otherwise after the election of delegates, it shall be 
the ‘ duty of the presiding elder or elders immediately to 
notify the next highest on the list of votes that he is now 
a member to represent that district in the ensuing General 
Conference . 

Sec. 5. The bishops shall upon all occasions be con- 
sidered members of the General Conference, to preside as the 
organs of that body as in annual conferences. Bishops shall 
be elected every four years, during the sitting of the Gen- 
eral Conference, .by the members of that body, from among the 
elders throughout the Church, who may have stood in that 
capacity for a term, not less than six years. 

Sec. 6. The General Conference shall be held once every 
four years. At the adjournment of which it shall be the 
duty of the same to publish or cause to be published, (ex- 
cepting such parts as may not be considered expedient) . all 
their proceedings, for the benefit of society in general. 


Article II. 

Sec- 1. The members in each conference district shall 
solely have the privilege of choosing and electing the dele- 
gates for General Conference, which shall invariably be done 
at least three months previous to the sitting of the same. 

Sec. 2. In the election of delegates for General Con- 
ference, it shall be the duty of each annual conference to 
appoint a committee of three, in their several conference 
districts, to receive and count the votes, and immediately 
apprise those who may have been elected. 

Sec. 3. It shall also be the duty of the annual confer- 
ence to furnish the presiding elders with a list of all the 
elders eligible for election. The presiding elders shall fur- 
nish each circuit -preacher in charge whose duty it shall be 
to furnish each class leader or steward throughout the cir- 
cuit with a copy of the same , 
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Sec . 4 . It shall be the duty of each class leader 
or steward to appoint a meeting of the members of each 
class, for the purpose of electing, by ballot or other- 
wise, oneor more delegates to represent them in General 
Conf erence . 

Sec. 5. It shall also be the duty of each class- 
leader or steward to sign, enclose and seal each bill of 
election, hand it over to the preacher in charge; he again 
to the presiding elder, whose duty it shall be to trans- 
mit the same to the committee appointed by the annual con- 
ference . 


Sec. 6. The committee appointed to receive and count 
the votes shall make a list of all the persons voted for 
and the number of votes for each. Should any two or more 
of the candidates have an equal number of votes, the indi- 
viduals thus appointed shall determine by lot who or which 
of them are elected. They shall also forward the names of 
these elected to the conference printing establishment for 
publication. 


Article III. 

Sec. 1. Each annual conference shall come fully under 
the jurisdiction of the General Conference, except under 
such regulations as the General Conference may deem exped- 
ient in relation to local matters, so as not to prove pre- 
judicial to the interest of the whole society. 

Sec 2. The business of each annual conference shall 
strictly be done according to Discipline. 

Sec. 3. Any annual conference acting in violation of 
the doings of General Conference, shall-, by impeachment, be 
tried by the same. 

Sec. 4. ITo annual conference shall have the exclus- 
ive right to form or admit any new conference within the 
bounds of society, without the consent of the General Con- 
ference . 


Sec. 5, All officers, whether bishops, presiding eld- 
ers etc., shall, on impeachment, be dealt with according 
to Discipline, as other members, expelled or retained, as 
the case may require. 
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Article IV. 

Sec. 1. If at any time after the passing of this con- 
stitution it should he contemplated either to alter or amend 
the same, it shall he the privilege of any member in society 
to publish or cause to be published such contemplation at 
least three months before the election of delegates to the 
General Conference. 

Sec. 2. Fo General Conference shall have the power to 
alter or amend the foregoing constitution, except it be by 
a vote of two thirds of that body. 


Constitution of 1841 


Article I . 

Sec. 1. All ecclesiastical power herein granted, to 

make or repeal any rule of discipline, is vested in a general 
conference, which shall consist of elders, elected by the 
members in every conference district throughout the society; 
provided, however, such elders shall have stood in that capa- 
city three years, in the conference district to which they 
belong . 

Sec. 2. General Conference is to beheld every four 
years; the bishops to be considered members and presiding of- 
ficers . 

Sec. 3. Each- annual conference shall place before the 
society the names of all the elders eligible to membership 
in the General Conference. 


Article II. 

Sec. 1. The General Conference shall define the bound- 
aries of the annual conferences. 

Sec. 2- The General Conference shall, at every session, 
elect bishops from among the elders throughout the Church, 
who have stood six years in that capacity. 
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Sec. 3. The business of each annual conference shall 
be done strictly according to Discipline; and any annual 
conference acting contrary thereunto, shall, by impeachment, 
be tried by the General Conference. 

See. 4. Ko rule or ordinance shall at any time be 
passed, tc change or do away the Confession of Faith as it 
now stands, nor to destroy the itinerant plan. 

Sec. 5. There shall no rule be adopted that will in- 
fringe upon the rights of any as it relates to the mode of 
baptism, the sacrament of the Lord's supper, or the washing 
of feet. 


Sec. 6. There shall be no rule made that will deprive 
local preachers of their votes in the annual conferences to 
which they severally belong. 

Sec. 7. There shall be no connection with secret com- 
binations, nor shall involuntary servitude be tolerated in 
any way. 

Sec. 8. The right of appeal shall be inviolate. 


Article III. 

The right, title, interest, and claim of all property, 
whether consisting in lots of ground, meeting-houses, legac 
ies, bequests or donations of any kind, obtained by pur- 
chase or otherwise, by any person or persons, for the use, 
benefit, and behoof of the Church of the United Brethren in 
Christ, is hereby fully recognized and held to be the prop- 
erty of the Church aforesaid. 


Article IV". 

There shall be no alteration of the foregoing consti- 
tution, unless by request of two thirds of the whole society. 
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The difference in these two documents is so apparent 
it is almost impossible for any one to think them the same- 
Is the constitution of 1641 valid? If the constitution of 
1837 is invalid because it had not been given to members 
of the Church for consideration, then the constitution of 
1841 is invalid for the same reason. It was never submit- 
ted to the people. If the constitution of 1837 was valid, 
the constitution of 1641 was invalid, because the first 
constitution required a two-thirds vote of the general con- 
ference to amend it, and the second constitution was passed 
by a majority, but the vote was not counted and it is im- 
possible to shew that it was passed by a two-thirds vote 

The constitution of 1841 was invalid, therefore, and 
the conference of 1885 had a right to appoint the Church 
Commission to draw up a new constitution. 

Immediately after this conference those that opposed 
the action of the conference started a pq? er - H The Con- 
servator”. The first issue came out July 15th. In this 
issue was a history of attitude that the United Brethren 
Church had taken toward secret societies, and for the fol- 
lowing three years the main point of attack was 'secret so- 
cieties 
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It was not until after the conference of 1689 that 
they attacked other parts of the work done "by the confer- 
ence in regard to a constitution. 

The commission completed its work before January 1, 
1886, and formulated plans for submitting the new con- 
fession of faith and constitution to the vote of the mem- 
bership of the Church. The vote was taken in November 
1S88 which lacked but one month of being three years. 

'When the vote was taken the result was an adoption by a 
two-thirds majority and several thousand votes to spare. 

At the conference of 1889 the work of the commission 
was discussed and the new constitution was discussed at 
great length. It was declared by some of those that op- 
posed it that the whole proposition was backed by Bree- 
Masonry. After nearly two days discussion the report of 
the commission was adopted with only twenty votes against 
it. The next day a resolution was proposed with the pur- 
pose of keeping the conference in harmony, and was refer- 
red to the proper committee. Then the Board of Bishops 
made their proclamation declaring that the new constitut- 
ion was now legal and in force. 
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At this time fifteen of the opposition left the con- 
ference and went to another building for which they had 
previously ma.de arrangements . Here they proceeded to hold 
general conference, and claimed that they were the true 
Church . 

The Church of the ^©3*4 constitution had possession of 
most of the property and the Church of the old constitution 
brought suit. There followed several years of trial. Of 
the thirty some causes, all but one were finally decided in 
favor of the Church of the new constitution. After the 
trials seme said that where the courts were Masonic, the 
decisions were in favor of the new constitution, but where 
the courts were not Masonic the decision was in favor of 
the old constitution . 

Considering that all the cases, but one, were decided 
in favor of the new constitution and this one was not a 
decision in favor of either side, but simply left the 
question to the vote of each congregation, it does not seem 
possible- that all of the Supreme Courts were Masonic • 

In the general conference of 1873 petitions were pre- 
sented representing one-sixteenth of the entire Church, 
asking for an amendment in the constitution to allow lay 
delegation . 
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An amendment was proposed and passed and several of 
those who withdrew from the Church in 1889 "because the con- 
stitution had been changed, had voted for the amendment in 
1873. This shows that it was not so much the illegal 
change of the constitution as it was the change of some 
particular part . 

"When we consider, - (l) that the secret society quest- 
ion had been causing much trouble in the Church since about 
1863, and very strict laws had been made prohibiting mem- 
bers from joining them, -(2) that secret societies had been 
openly attacked in the debate on this question at both the 
conferences of 1885 and 1889, -(3) that those that later 
formed the Church of the old constitution started their 
paper by giving the history of the Church's attitude toward 
secret societies, and (4) that after it was all over the 
losers claimed the courts were Masonic, -it is a fair con- 
clusion that the real cause of the division was the secrecy 
question . 

Does this cause still exist? 

Members of the Church of the old constitution who ans- 
wered said that the cause of the division of the Church in 
1889 was the secrecy question, and that the only ground on 
which they would unite would be for the Church of the new 
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constitution to return to the position of the constitution 
of 1841, which means that there could he no connection with 
any secret societies. It is practically impossible for the 
Church of the new constitution to return to that position, 
because there are not a few that belong to the lodges. 

So it would seem on the surface that the cause 
still exists and that there is very little chance for any 
consideration of the question. But there are evidences 
that lock encouraging One is the fact that several min- 
isters that were members of the Church of the old consti- 
tution have left that Church and joined the Church of the 
new constitution. When they have been asked their posi- 
tion on the secrecy question most of them say that they 
personally would not join a lodge, but that they think it 
is an individual question and not related to the question 
of salvation, and that if anyone can join a secret society 
and still be a Christian they have no right to interfere. 

Another hopeful sign is the situation at Philomath, 
Oregon, where as the children of those adhering to the old 
constitution at one time were not even allowed to walk 
across the campus of the college which belonged to tine 
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Church of the new constitution they are now al- 
lowed to enroll and attend school there. Also the young 
people cf the two Churches there can and do meet in the 
same prayer meeting and worship together. 

There are several ministers 7/ho did belong to the 
Church of the old constitution who have joined other 
churches. When they are asked regarding their stand on 
the secrecy question they reply that they are absolutely 
opposed and that they could not, theref ore , join the 
Church of the new constitution because they allow secret 
society members to join. Yet these other churches alloy/ 
secret society members to join and they know it. One of 
these, and a good representative of them, is Dr. Henry J. 
Becker of Dayton, Ohio. At one time he was Bishop in 
that Church. Is this consistant? Does it not 

show so far as this group is concerned that the first 
cause doesnot exist, and that something has taken its 
place? 

Bishop Koshkins of that Church writes that he knows 
practically all of their preachers., both east and west 
and if their Church would go to pieces tomorrow, ninety 
percent of their preachers would join other branches of 
the Protestant Church rather than come to the Church of 
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Of the new constitution. So not only those who have 
left that Church are inconsistent , but practically all 
who are now ministers in that Church. 

Also Bishop Koshkins writes that if the Church 
leaders should declare a union of the Churches, the 
membership would not follow, but would join other 
Churches . 

From these threegroups of people just named there 
is good evidence that the cause cf the division does not 
exist, but something has taken its place. This some- 
thing is an unforgiving spirit. It is the remembering 
of ill feelings. If it were not for the fact that they 
join other churches it would be likely that they had a 
coscientious cause, but since they do, and would, before 
they would join the Church of the new constitution, how 
can it be otherwise but as stated above. 

The real cause of the division does not exist at 
the present time and there is no real reason why the two 
churches should not unite. 

There are several good reasons ?/hy these two 
branches of the same Church should unite . Churches 
which have the same historical development ought to be 
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drawn together by the sympathy they should have, one 
for the other. These two Churches point to Otterbein 
as their founder . Both honor and revere him. Both 
churches pay their respects to the same heroes of the 
past. Surely there is some power, even tho 1 it be senti- 
ment, to help to draw the two branches of the United 
Brethren Church together, when one considers their past 
history 

Also, having the same historical development, they 
naturally ' have developed the same lines of thought, for 
example, in doctrines. Their beliefs and teachings are 
practically the same. There may be a little difference 
in the wording as they stand in printed form, but the 
thought is the same. 

In the matter of Church government they are nearly 
the same. At the present time there is come agitation in 
the church of the old constitution for a constitutional 
amendment to allow lay delegation. If this change is made 
the government of the two churches would be so near alike 
that very little change ?/ould be necessary if a union was 
effected. 
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There are also places where the two churches are 
located In the same community, both struggling for exist - 
ance and neither can ever grow as long as the other is 
there. It is a waste of time and money and a great 
deal of effort is lost in fighting one another rather 
than fighting the forces of evil. It would he for the 
betterment of that community and for tine advancement of 
God’s kingdom if they were united. 

The spirit of Christianity is brotherhood and for- 
giveness, and also to heal wounds which divide the members 
of the same body. As long as things stand as they now 
do, with the two branches of the Church standing out a- 
gainst one another, they seem to agitate rather than heal 
the v/Gund. 

Why can we not show our Christianity, and with a 
spirit of forgiveness come together into a united Church 
again. At this time when the cry of all Christendom is 
to get together, we ought to do all that is within our 
power to advance the cause of Christ . 
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Then, the two churches would be a greater force 
united than they are, or ever can be, separated. 

Hot only are there reasons why they should get 
together, but it is their duty to get together, be- 
cause it is the duty of any church to do its best to 
glorify Christ by putting into practice His teachings* 
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